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ADA American with Disabilities Act of 1990
AASHTO American Association of State Highway and    
 Transportation Offi cials
ACHP Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
AHPA Archeological and Historic Preservation Act
APA Agricultural Protection Areas
BMP Best Management Practice
BRT Bus Rapid Transit
CEQ Council on Environmental Quality
CERCLA Comprehensive Emergency Response,    
       Compensation, and Liability Act
CFR Code of Federal Regulations
cfs cubic feet per second
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CO2 Carbon dioxide
dBA A-weighted decibels
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NTU nephelometric turbidity unit
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OHWM ordinary high-water mark
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PCB Polychlorinated biphenyl 
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